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this lack in himself that he failed to do justice
to the spirit of Christ; for while he could glean
more meaning from individual precepts than any
score of Christians, yet he conceived life in such a
different hope, and viewed it with such contrary
emotions, that the sense and purport of the
doctrine as a whole seems to have passed him by
or left him unimpressed. He could understand
the idealism of the Christian view, but he was
himself so unaffectedly unhuman that he did not
recognise the human intention and essence of that
teaching. Hence he complained that Christ did
not leave us a rule that was proper and sufficient
for this world, not having conceived the nature of
the rule that was laid down ; for things of that
character that are sufficiently unacceptable become
positively non-existent to the mind. But perhaps
we shall best appreciate the defect in Thoreau by
seeing it supplied in the case of Whitman. For
the one, I feel confident, is the disciple of the
other; it is what Thoreau clearly whispered that
Whitman so uproariously bawls ; it is the same
doctrine, but with how immense a difference! the
same argument, but used to what a new conclusion!
Thoreau had plenty of humour until he tutored
himself out of it, and so forfeited that best birth-
right of a sensible man ; Whitman, in that respect,
seems to have been sent into the world naked and